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Office Action Summary 



Application No. 

09/529,672 


Applicant(s) 

CORNILS ETAL 


Examiner 

Mark Eashoo, Ph.D. 


Art Unit 

1732 





- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 01 April 2002 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)l3 This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fomrial matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under £x parfe Quay/e, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-7 and 20-32 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1-7 and 20-32 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)\Z\ objected to by the Examiner 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

11) 0 The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)n approved b)n disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

13) S Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)IElAII b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1 -13 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 . 

Attachment(s) 

1) S Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) Paper No(s). . 



2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

3) S Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) 12. 6) C] Other: 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections -35 USC §112 
Tke following is a quotation of tke first paragrapk of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

Tke specification skall contain a written description of tke invention, and of tke manner and process of making 
and using it, in suck fuU, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enaLle any person skilled in tke art to wkick it 
pertains, or witk wkick it is most nearly connected, to make and use tke same and skall set fortk tke kest mode 
contemplated ty tke inventor of carrying out kis invention. 

Claims 20-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragrapk, as containing sukject matter 
wkick was not descriked in tke specification in suck a way as to reasonakly convey to one skilled in tke 
relevant art tkat tke inventor (s), at tke time tke appkcation was fded, kad possession of tke claimed 
invention. 

Regarding claim 20: Tke limitation "witk tke second segment at least partially intersecting tke first 
segment" is not descriked in tke specification in suck a way as to reasonakly convey to one skilled in tke 
relevant art tkat tke inventor (s), at tke time tke appkcation was filed, kad possession of tke claimed 
invention. Appkcant appears to kave support for' 'appked twice in a limited region" or "skape of rikkon 
folded kack on itself" (see pg. 7 of specification). 

Regarding claim 25: Tke limitation "disposed proximate at least one edge" is not descriked in tke 
specification in suck a way as to reasonakly convey to one skilled in tke relevant art tkat tke inventor(s); at 
tke time tke application was filed, kad possession of tke cl aimed invention. Specifically, tke original 
specification is silent witk regard to tke location of tke extruded segments in relation to tke edge/side of a 
pane. 

Regarding claim 27: Tke limitation "tke upper portion and lower portion" is not descriked in tke 
specification in suck a way as to reasonakly convey to one skilled in tke relevant art tkat tke inventor (s), at 
tke time tke appkcation was filed, kad possession of tke claimed invention. 

Regarding claim 28: Tke limitation "upper and lower portions of tke skaped surface" is not descriked 
in tke specification in suck a way as to reasonakly convey to one skilled in tke relevant art tkat tke 
inventor (s), at tke time tke appkcation was filed, kad possession of tke claimed invention. 
Regarding claim 29: Tke limitation "disposed proximate two edges" is not descriked in tke 
specification in suck a way as to reasonakly convey to one skilled in tke relevant art tkat tke inventor (s), at 
tke time tke appkcation was filed, kad possession of tke claimed invention. Specifically, tke original 
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specification is silent witk regard to tlie location of tke superposed region in relation to tke edge/side of a 
pane. 

Regarding claim 30: Tke limitations "first position remote" and "second position proximate" are not 
descnked in tke specification in suck a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in tke relevant art tkat 
tke inventor(s), at tke time tke appkcation was fded, kad possession of tke claimed invention. Appkcant 
appears to kave support for* 'at rest" and "working position". 

Regarding claim 31: Tke limitation "akgning" is not described in tke specification in suck a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in tke relevant art tkat tke inventor (s)/ at tke time tke appkcation was 
filed, kad possession of tke claimed invention. 



Tke following is a quotation of tke second paragrap kof35 U.S.C. 112: 

Tke specification stall conclude witk one or more claims particukrly pointing out and distinctly claiming tke 
suLject matter wkick tke applicant regards as kis invention. 



Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112/ second paragrapk, as keing indefinite for failing to 
particularly point out and distinctly claim tke siAject matter wkick appkcant regards as tke invention. 
Regarding claim 1: A kroad range or limitation togetker witk a narrow range or limitation tkat falls 
witkin tke kroad range or limitation (in tke same claim) is considered indefinite, since tke resvJting claim 
does not clearly set fortk tke metes and boimds of tke patent protection desired. Note tke explanation 
given ky tke Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences in parte Wu, 10 USPQ2d 2031, 2033 (Bd. 
Pat. App. & Inter. 1989)/ as to wkere kroad language is followed ky "suck as" and tken narrow language. 
Tke Board stated tkat tkis can render a claim indefinite ky raising a question or doukt as to wketker tke 
feature introduced ky suck language is (a) merely exemplary of tke remainder of tke claim/ and tkerefore 
not required, or (k) a required feature of tke claims. Note also, for example, tke decisions of Sx parte 
SteigewaU, 131 USPQ 74 (Bd. App. 1961); Bx parte Hal 83 USPQ 38 (Bd. App. 1948); and& parte 
Hasche, 86 USPQ 481 (Bd. App. 1949). In tke present instance, claim Irecites tke kroad recitation "an 
okject", and tke claim also recites "a pane" wkick is tke narrower statement of tke range/limitation. In 
tkis case, "in particidar" is equivalent to tke meaning of tke pkrase "suck as". 

Regarding claim 2: Tke pkrase "especially in a corner of tke okject" is generally confusing an 
indefinite because it is xmclear if a comer in tke profded kead can occur at a location otker tken at a 
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comer of tke otject. It is noted tkat tke instant specification and drawings do not support a forming 
comer in tke profiled kead at a location otker tkan at a comer of a pane. 

A kroad range or limitation togetker witk a narrow range or limitation tkat falls witkin tke kroad 
range or limitation (in tke same claim) is considered indefinite, since tke resulting claim does not clearly 
set fortk tke metes and tounds of tke patent protection desired. Note tke explanation given ky tke Board 
of Patent Appeals and Interferences in J?x parte Wu, 10 USPQ2d 2031, 2033 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 
1989)/ as to wkere kroad language is followed hy "suck as" and tken narrow language. Tke Board stated 
tkat tkis can render a claim indefinite ky raising a question or doxokt as to wketker tke feature introduced 
ky suck language is (a) merely exemplary of tke remainder of tke claim, and tkerefore not reqviired, or (k) a 
required feature of tke claims. Note also, for example, tke decisions of Sx parte SteigewaU, 131 
USPQ 74 (Bd. App. 1961); Mx parte Hall, 83 USPQ 38 (Bd. App. 1948); and Sx parte Hasche, 86 
USPQ 481 (Bd. App. 1949). In tke present instance, claim 2 recites tke kroad recitation "ky ckanging 
tke relative orientation of tke die", and tke claim also recites "ky rotation tkrougk a desired angle" wkick is 
tke narrower statement of tke range/kmitation. In tkis case, "especially" is used in a similar manner 
equivalent to tke meaning of tke pkrase "suck as". 

For tke purpose of claim clarity, tke following comments apply: 

In claim 4, tke term "it" kas keen interpreted as referring to "tke die". 
In claim 7, line 2, tke term "its" kas Leen interpreted as referring to "tke moving tool". 
In claim 7, line 3, tke term "its" kas keen interpreted as referring to "tke extrusion die". 
In claim 7, line 4, tke term "it" kas keen interpreted as referring to "tke profiled kead". 



Drawings 

Tke drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1.83(a). Tke drawings must skow every feature of 
tke invention specified in tke claims. Tkerefore, tke "upper portion and lower portion" of tke skaped 
surface (see claims 27 and 28) must ke skown or tke feature(s) canceled from tke claim (s). No new matter 
skoiJd ke entered. 

A proposed drawing correction or corrected drawings are required in reply to tke Office action to 
avoid akandonment of tke appkcation. Tke okjection to tke drawings not ke keld in akeyance. 
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AJIowahle Suhject Matter 

claim 1 woulJ. te allowatle if rewritten or amended to overcome tke rejection(s) under 35 
U.S.C. 112, second paragrapk, set fortk in tliis Office action. 

Claims 2-7 would te allowable if rewritten to overcome tke rejection(s) imder 35 U.S.C. 112, 
second paragrapk, set fortk in tkis Office action and to include all of tke limitations of tke kase claim and 
any intervening claims. 

Tke following is a statement of reasons for tke indication of allowaLle stokject matter: 

Tke prior art of record does not teack or render oLvious faskioning a portion of a mass of extruded 
material wkick is produced ty tke superposition of two extruded segments and/or a mass of extruded 
material wkick is produced ty tke superposition of material wkick kas tke approximate skape of a ritkon 
folded tack on itself. 



Correspondence 

Any inquiry concerning tkis commxmication or earker communications from tke examiner sko 
te directed to Mark Easkoo, Pk.D. wkose telepkone mmiter is (703) 308-3606. Tke examiner can 
normally ke reacked on 7am- 3pm, Monday- Friday (alternate Fridays off). 

If attempts to reack tke examiner ty telepkone are imsuccessful, tke examiner s supervisor, Jan 
Silkaugk can ke reacked on (703) 308-3829- Tke fax pkone numters for tke organization wkere tkis 
appkcation or proceeding is assigned are (703) 872-9310 for regular conmnmications and (703) 872- 
9311 for After Final commimications . 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to tke status of tkis appkcation or proceeding skoiJd ke 
directed to tke receptionist wkose telepkone ntimker is (703) 308-0661. 




Mark Easlioo, Pk.D 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1732 

Augu3t 23, 2002 ' ^ 




